THE CRITIC 


If the critic's task/function then is not to determine 
the efficiency with which a given phenomenon performs 
a given task/function what then is the task/function 
of the art critic? What does it mean to address one's 
self to a work of art in a critical capacity? How 
does one address himself to a work of art in a critical 
capacity? In terms of what criteria does the critic 
of works of art evaluate phenomena that are at the 
same time autonomous and aesthetic? Is it the respon- 
sibility of the art critic to evaluate an alleged work 
of art primarily as a perceptual phenomenon or pri- 
marily as a social phenomenon? What are the questions 
that the art critic must ask and answer in order to 
evaluate an alleged work of art as a perceptual phe- 
nomenon? What are the questions that the art critic 
must ask and answer in order to evaluate an alleged 
work of art as a social phenomenon? Is it the task/ 
function of the art critic to produce an evaluation 

of a work of art that is regarded as valid by all 
(with no exceptions) educated persons who are inter- 
ested in the arts? Are all critical evaluations of 
works of art valid? Are all critical evaluations of 
works of art objective? Is any critical evaluation 

of a work of art objective? Of what value are the 
critical evaluations of an art critic that are preju- 
diced? What are some of the ways in which art crit- 
icism can be useful in aesthetic appreciation? What 
are some of the ways in which art criticism can be 
useful to those who are interested in and capable of 
bringing into existence phenomena that are at the same 
time autonomous and aesthetic? How do the majority 

of those persons who bring into existence works of 

art regard those who address themselves in a critical 
capacity to works of art? How do the majority of 
those persons who are interested in and capable of 
appreciating aesthetically works of art and who do 
appreciate aesthetically works of art regard those 

who address themselves in a critical capacity to 

works of art? Why do those persons who read art 
criticism do so? What are the arguments that are 
advanced by those persons who believe that art critics 
are not as it were necessary? Is it the task of the 
critic to evaluate (perhaps re-evaluate) works of art 
that were created in the past? Is it possible to 
characterize historical periods during which art critics 
seem to be more necessary if you will than during other 
historical periods? Is it possible that some critical 
evaluations of works of art are themselves works of art? 





